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De ,awf y CIA Director Wants DP Rese&zrch

{  ByJake Kirchner - -:%-
] CW Washington Bureau "0

WASHINGTON, D.C. — Results |
of advanced research in computer

hardware, software and other ar-|.

_ eas of electronics should be sub}ect
to US. intelligence agencies’ re-
_view in order to restrict Soviet ac-
cess to. technology critical to na-
tional- security, - Depul'y Central
Intelligence "-Agency ' 'Director
i&dn BobbyR Inman saxd recent—
- y - ~_ .. . -x,

Unless tesearchers ' submxt to a
‘voluntary review system, ‘they
- may be faced with more stringent,

legislated measures, Inman told
the ‘annual meeting here of the
‘American -Association for the Ad-
_ vancement of Science (A.A.A‘i) earo
lier this month. e
- Inman noted the Nahonal Secu-
rity Agency (NSA) last year devel-
-oped a voluntary review pmcess]‘
for cryptographic research*with
-the private sector. The procesa was)

initiated by’ Inman when he was ~

head of NSA. - -. | . KO
That process consists of submxt-
tmg research findings to the Pub-
lic 'Cryptography Study -Group; ,’
formed by the American Council.
on Education and representing
NSA and the U.S. scientific and
-academic_communities. The com-*
-mittee’s recommendations are ad-{ .
visory, and tesearchers are free to-
publish their work as they see fit. .|
~#“There are,.in addition,: other-
fields where publication of certain’;
“technical information could affect:
" the national security in a harmful
way,” Inman told the AAAS. Ex-
amples include “computer hard-
“ware and software, other electron-
-ic gearand techniques, lasers, crop {
projections and - manufactunng
'-procedures," he saxd. ST R j
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.knowledge: This could result in & :
- -wave ‘of restrictive measures im-.

" should be handled. They uniform-
ly. suggested that while technol- |-

R@Uzewed

Opxmon Backlash .. ‘
i

’ Inman warned of a backlash of
-pu‘ohc and congressional opinion \

against the free access of foreign [
governments to “US. technical :

posed on scientists, he said, claim-
ing much of the Soviet military
technology is already based on
US. research. - = o 750 10
‘Reaction to Iniman’s remarks
among ‘scientific and DP profes-
sional organizations has been gen-
erally -negative, although repre-
sentatives of several such. groups

‘contacted -last week pointed out;

that Inman was not specific about
how - this’ voluntary censorship.

ogy diversion to the Soviet Union
is arecognized problem, such cen-

. sorship could have a chilling ef-:

fect on the U.S. scientific commu-"
nity and huzt the US more than

- tional- security have a symbiotic’
relationship — each benefitting |-

_contributions of the other.

“tional security concerns . “should 1

freedom,’ ” He saxd

the Soviet Union...

''''''

ation meeting, “much of the stxm--
ulating effort for computer sci~
ence in this country came from
government sponsored and con- |
trolled cla;sxhed actw;ty - He;
maintained that “science and na=:

e oty .--,o

from the interésts, concerns and | -
_-“In light of the lonrg history of :
‘that relatmnshxp, the suggestionis | .
hollow that science might be — 03
should be — kept apart from na<’
tional security concerns or that na-;

.not have an 1mpact on: scxenhfxc 4

But, according to Inman,' “scien-1

Atxsts blanket claims_of sc1ent1f1cﬁ

freedoms are somewhat disingen-. ]
uous in light of the arfangements .’ .
that academicians routinely make. ;

~ with private corporate sources of {
funding.” National security con~} -
24

cerns should be above "corporate, }

commercial mterests S TR T e
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